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said this, we also thank them for having refrained from washing
the dirty linen of the community before the Commission. Mr. Anglia
stated that he could speak with authority on behalf of all the
Indians of established standing and reputation. Who are these
ladians on whose behalf he was speaking? If Mr, Anglia's claim
is right, we pity these well-established Indians and feel sorry for
them. We hold that Mr. Anglia has erred in making such a state-
ment and has failed to pay due regard to his position and the
responsibility that rests on him.

About Mr. Sooker, we simply refuse to comment. The young
man is carried away by pride. As regards Mr. Aiyar, what can
we say? He has given evidence without thinking. It was good
of him to have made it plain that he spoke not on behalf of any-
one, but on his own responsibility and only for himself. He
might not have, therefore, done much harm.

[From Gujarati]
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262. ON MARRIAGES

We know that the marriage question has now become the
most serious one in this country. The Commission is in a fix about
it* The question raises the issue of an important amendment in
the laws of the country. We hold that the evidence given.by
Mr, Anglia and others on this subject was misguided. The pro-
blem is so complicated that they should not have meddled with it.
In any case, they should have done so with full understanding.
Let us now consider what the question involves. The correspon-
dence carried on by Mr. Gachalia means that an Indian marriage
which is monogamous in fact should be recognized. If a person
has more than one wife, the Government, as a matter of grace,
should permit the entry of all his wives and his minor children,
provided he is an old resident. If anyone marries two women in
future, he should be allowed to bring in one of them. Wives of the
last two categories will be entitled legally to no other rights. In
this, we are not binding ourselves for the fttture. The Commission,
it appears, insists that, where a man with only one wife desires
&> have his marriage legally recognized, the marriage should be
considered monogamous only if he makes a solemn declaration that
he will not take another wife during the life-time of the first one.
Mr, Gandhi has strongly opposed this line of argument and pointed